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The Supreme Court struck, veiilance. and does not pro- 
down the eavesdropping law vide subsequent notice to 






of New York State yesterday, 
but stopped short of declaring 
that electronic eavesdropping 
Is always unconstitutional. 

By a ;Ko-4 vote the Court 
held that the State Jaw per- 
mitting court-authorized mi- 
crophone “bugging” was un- 
constitutional on its face for 
failure to provide sufficient 
safeguards for the right to pri- 
vacy. 


target of the eavesdropping. 

By calling the eavesdrop- 




A sixth vote, that of Justice 
Potter Stewart, was cast for 
reversal of the bribery convic- 


ping a 44 search/’ Clark 
scrapped the Court's 1928 rul 
ing in the famous case of Olm- 
stead v. U S. that electron! c 
snooping could be undertaken 

free from any restrictions of 
the 4th Amendment. 

Justice Clark denied that 
the evidence shows bugging to 
be an indispensable law en- 
forcement tool and added that 
“there has been no failure of 
law enforcement" despite re 
cent Government bugging 
closures that have 






.on of public relations man reversals of convictions. ~ 

H “ in any w justice 
eavesdropping was baaed on. Clark said, “we canwK forehre 

Tntjbab.e cause jtjje requirements of the 4th 

v°acvfivolv«r " Amendment in the name of 

• ar> into! ted. law enforeemenl This is no 

.A 1 :,e T ^ J °c l tonn#Ii *y that «* require 
f.ct Tom C. Clark indicated today but a fundamental rule 

T m * ,hat has Ionc recoded 
carefully drafted law per- as bash- to uhe pnvat 7 of everj 
mmina eavesdropping by in ,vn, erica y/. 

court order fur limited pc-; threats to liberty exit' Which 
i ;ods under more restricted are greater than that posed by 
too many nestnct.ons to make the use of eavesdropping de 
conditions Dissenting Justices vices - v 

Byron Ft. White. John M. Har- The decision overturned the I 

“ 5”? P u *J? L “****: one-year prison term given to] 

ed that the Court had erected : Berger for conspiring to bribe 

too many restrictions to make the chairman of the New York 

any eavesdropping practice ef-j Liquor Authority to obtain 

f active. bard-to-get licenses for a 


was 


Clark said New York’s law 
a “broadside authoriza- 
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boy club and a supper club. 

„ . t J • ■ , Black's dissent contended 

fion that “permits general that die Court did not have 
searches/’ l giving officers “a the responsibility for “keeping 

the Constitution up to dale’ 
with electronic advances. 


roving commission to seize 

any and all conversations.'UWBBWBBBBBM mBHB 
He said the law fails to re- j Harlan OUded ClarkTor put 
quire an officer’s belief that opinions in wliich he has criti- 
any particular offense is being cized sinking down laws as 
committed and docs not de- unconstitutional “on their 
mand specific descriptions of \ face/* White, a former Deputy 
the conversations the officer Attorney General, said it was 


wants to overhear. | 

In addition, said Clark, the 
New York law fails to require 
prompt execution of eaves- 
drop authorizations, allows 


“beyond my comprehension* 
That the Court could disregard 
contrary reports of President 
Johnson > National Crime) 
Commission regarding a 


use of the bugs at any time breakdown in Federal law en- 
anc! for lengthy periods of sur- forrement. 



